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even more convinced of It now. And it seemed quite
likely that Alcott had been that surreptitious tenant.
If so, Alcott Js first visit to Markheys had not been
paid on January iSth, but long before. Alcott, wishing
to appeal to his former employer, had sought his address
in some book of reference. Dr. Priestley took Who's
Who from the shelf and turned up the entry relating to
Faversham. Yes, his address was given as " Markheys,
near Weyford, Hants." Alcott had undoubtedly seen
that, perhaps in some public library.
Alcott had gone to Markheys, and found the house
shut up. And then, perhaps, the idea that it would
form a home of refuge had occurred to him. As a former
laboratory assistant, he would be sure to be dexterous
in the use of tools. It would not be difficult for him to
make the necessary key. If he had obtained access to the
laboratory wing, he would be safe there by day as well
as by night, since Mrs. Waller had no key to that part
of the house.
Perhaps Markheys had been the meeting-place of
Venner and Alcott on the evening of November isth!
If so, what could be more -natural than that it should
be used for subsequent meetings? For those meetings
at which Alcott threatened blackmail, and which cul-
minated in his death. Where would Venner be likely to
find an envelope addressed to Faversham but in Favers-
ham's own house?
A plausible theory, certainly, which, if correct, would
explain a good deal. But not by any means every-
thing. Dr. Priestley, as he reviewed it, was uncomfort-
ably aware that it was open to objection. It assumed
that Alcott's death had not been due to misadventure.
It was too much to believe that Venner had come upon
his dead body at such a convenient moment for himself.
Again, Alcott, if not really destitute, must certainly have
had acquaintances, and it was strange that those

